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means something. It means that illegal
immigrants will continue to flow into
America. The number is 12 million; in 5
years, it will be 20 million. We will
have done nothing. It will mean our
legal immigration policies will be
backward, and thousands of people who
should be in this country, because of
their skills and because we need them,
will not be allowed to enter. We will
lose competitive advantage. We hear it
all the time, companies wanting to lo-
cate in America because they love our
system but, because they can’t get em-
ployees, going to Europe or Asia.

On the immigration bill, a great na-
tion is able to deal with its problems. A
great nation leads and overcomes nar-
row, partisan, and sometimes nasty di-
vision to move forward. A great nation
fails when it becomes paralyzed. I hope,
I pray that what happened yesterday
on the immigration bill is not porten-
tous of the future. I hope and pray
what happened yesterday on the immi-
gration bill does not portend that we
will be tied in a knot on every single
issue of major import—education,
health care, energy, immigration—and
not able to move forward.

The double whammy: Yesterday, the
Supreme Court, a new majority—the
two new members of the Supreme
Court who had impressed upon us their
fidelity to stare decisis, to the rule of
law, judicial modesty—with one stroke
of the pen threw out decades of
progress on civil rights in a reading
just about everyone who participated
in Brown v. Board who is still alive
commented on and said that the read-
ing flies in the face of Brown v. Board,
despite the fact that the Chief Justice
said by allowing segregated schools to
continue, he was helping implement
Brown v. Board. That is doublespeak, if
there ever was. The Nation was set
back again.

What is happening? What happened
here on the Senate floor yesterday and
what happened across the street at the
Supreme Court indicates that a narrow
ideological minority is setting this
country back, paralyzing this country.
We live in a vast, changing global
world where we need to move forward.
We seem paralyzed because of a small
ideological minority.

I hope the American people will un-
derstand what has happened. I hope the
American people will voice their pro-
test. I hope the Supreme Court will
come to its senses and not continue on
this path of rollback on civil rights. I
hope the Senate will come to its senses
and come together on a fair immigra-
tion bill that deals with our Nation’s
problems. I pray for the future of this
country.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. WEBB. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———
IMMIGRATION

Mr. WEBB. Mr. President, I would
like to address a few things this morn-
ing, some in retrospect of what has
been for all of us a pretty emotional
couple of weeks of debate, and also
looking forward to what is going to
occur when we return after the July 4
work period.

The first thing I would like to point
out is my admiration for our majority
leader for how he handled the situation
on the immigration bill. I think it was
an extraordinarily difficult situation
for our majority leader to have been in,
and he did a great job with a very dif-
ficult assignment. I think we should
back up and remember the bill that
was put before us had not gone through
debate. It was put together in a bipar-
tisan way but removed from the com-
mittee process. In other words, people
from both sides of the aisle, including
some pretty strong members of the
leadership on both sides of the aisle,
got together and put together this ex-
traordinarily complex bill, which the
President himself wanted to see passed,
and then it fell to our majority leader
to attempt to get the provisions of the
bill through the Senate. So we had a
situation where there were members of
the other party involved in putting to-
gether the components of the bill, we
had a President who was urging that
the bill be passed, and then our major-
ity leader was the individual upon
whom it fell to try to make this hap-
pen, with very little cooperation, quite
frankly, from the other side.

So I would just like to express my ad-
miration and support for the majority
leader for the way he handled himself
during this process.

Also with respect to the immigration
bill, I think there has been a lot of
rhetoric that has flown back and forth
over the last 24 hours or so about moti-
vations of individuals and what caused
people to vote one way or the other. I
think some of this is unfortunate. I
think some of the people who have
made some of the more extreme com-
ments are going to be looking back at
them 4 or 5 years from now and perhaps
be a little bit embarrassed. This was an
enormously complex piece of legisla-
tion. There were parts of the legisla-
tion which were very good, and hope-
fully we can find a way to bring them
into law at another time. But there
were parts in that legislation which
needed to be fixed.

I, personally, as the Presiding Officer
knows, attempted to get an amend-
ment through the Senate that, in my
view, would have brought fairness to
the issue of legalization and practi-
cality—fairness in the sense that the
proposed bill was going to legalize
every individual, virtually, who had
come to the United States in violation
of American laws by the end of last
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year—and I felt strongly for a good bit
of time that those who came during a
period of lax immigration laws and who
were able to put roots down into the
community should be provided a path
toward citizenship. I made this case
during the campaign last year, and by
saying that last year, I was viewed to
be sort of on the forward edge of where
this debate was going to go. But this
bill, by reaching out and including vir-
tually everyone who had been here by
the end of last year, inflamed the pas-
sions of a lot of people in this country
who otherwise would support fair im-
migration reform.

At the same time, the amendment I
offered also proposed to eliminate what
is called the touchback provision,
which would have eliminated—for
those people who had been here for 4
years and had put down roots—the ne-
cessity for them to go back to their
home country in order to apply for a
green card.

I think that approach was fair. I re-
gret that the amendment didn’t pass.
At the same time, I and a number of
other people found it impossible for us
to vote for the bill as it was coming up
with the provision that was so much
broader.

The bottom line on immigration now
is there are laws on the books. We have
seen a lot of talk over the past day or
so that immigration reform is dead.
These comprehensive immigration re-
form packages have a way of falling
under their own weight because the
issue itself is so complex. What we
should be doing now, in the next year
and a half or so, given that there is an
election, is to do everything we can to
enforce the laws that are on the books.
One idea I like is the $4.4 billion rec-
ommendation that was put into title I
of this immigration bill that just failed
that would go toward border security,
and employer certification could well
be added to any appropriations bill,
where the measure would be relevant
and could help existing law.

So for those who are attempting to
say that all immigration reform has
now skidded to a halt because a flawed
bill was not passed by this body, I say
let’s enforce the existing laws. There
are a lot of laws on the books. One of
the greatest problems we have had is
particularly in the area of workers
being hired by employers on a large
scale who know they are here without
papers. In those sorts of areas, there
are laws on the books we need to en-
force.

CONFIRMATION OF GENERAL LUTE

Mr. WEBB. Mr. President, yesterday,
this body confirmed General Lute of
the U.S. Army to be a Deputy National
Security Adviser to cover the oper-
ations that are ongoing in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. I voted against General
Lute.

I will explain why I voted against
General Lute because I believe there is
a pretty important principle at stake
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